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ABSTRACT
The Level of Social and Psycological needs for orphan Students in
Karak directorate Schools according to Horney's Theory and its
relationship with life Satisfaction

Rashad Ahmad Hassan Al- takhayneh
Mu'tah University ,2014

This Study aimed at identifying the Level and nature of the Social and
Psyecological needs and life Satisfaction for Orphan Students in Both
Primary and Secondary Schools at Karak Directorate.

The Study Sample Consisted of (263) Male and Female Students for
the School year (2013- 2014).

Two Measures Were Constructed, one for Social and Psychological
needs, the other is for life Satisfaction.

The results revealed that orphan Students have high Movement toward
people and Moderate Movement away and against people .

They also have high level of life Satisfaction. Results have also
Showed that both Social and Psychological needs illustrate Orphans Life
Satisfaction .

There are also differences in Social and Psychological needs between
males and females with related to the Movement toward People dimension
to the favour of males. There are no differences with regarded to Level
needs Between males and females attributed to the Primary Stage and
achievement Level.

Finally, Results Revealed that Level of Orphans needs Differs
according to the type of Lose; Students who lost both mother and Father
have more needs in Comparison with those who Lost Father only in against
People.
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